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PERHAPS,  my  Lord,  an  anfwer  to  your  two 
letters,  from  one  who  has  not  heard  what  thofe 
perfons  whom  you  accufe  have  to  lay  for  them- 
felves,  may  in  fome  refpects  be  better  than  any 
anfwer  that  they  can  give ;  becaufe  it  muft  arife 
from  what  you  have  yourfelf  faid,  and  not  from 
any  alTertions,  the  meaning  of  which  may  be 
equivocal  or  doubtful. 

The  queftion,  I  do  not  confideras  the  fimple 
one,  of  whether  you,  my  Lord,  or  the  Minifter, 
are  moft  to  blame ;  that  alone  is  not  of  great 
importance  to  the  nation  ;  but  it  is  of  great  im- 
portance to  know,  whether  the  Minifter  at  the 
head  of  affairs  in  this  country  is  guilty  of  the 

heavy  charges  which  you  bring  againft  him  ;* 

if 

*  I  may  be  permitted  to  believe  the  letters  are  actually 
written  by  his  Lordfhip,  otherwife  Lord  Carlifle,  to  whom 
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if  he  is  capable  of  Hiking  the  peace  of  both 
kingdoms,  and  of  committing  to  chance  the 
fate  of  the  great  Roman  Catholic  queftion, 
merely  for.  the  fake  of  an  individual  man,  or  an 
individual  family  of  B— — ds  ?  If  fo,  it  is  a 
matter  of  mod  ferious  importance,  that  fuch  an 
inconceivable  degree  of  difinterefted  villany  (for 
fuch  I  will  call  it)  mould  be  inquired  into  ;  or  if 
it  is  poflible  that  the  Minifter  of  this  country,  on 
purpofe  to  ruin  the  reputation  and  importance  of 

the  D  e  of  P  d  and  his  friends,  fhould 

rifk  the  peace  and  property  of  both  kingdoms ; 
it  requires  equally  to  be  inveftigated. 

they  are  addrefled,  could  never  have  let  them  be  repeatedly 
publifhed  without  remonftrating.  Befldes,  Mr.  Debrett, 
"his  Lordfliip's  baokfeller,  is  not  a  man  who  would  for  the 
trifling  profits  of  a  milling  pamphlet  have  been  acceflary  to 
fo  unfair  a  tranfaction.  Thefe,  I  think,  are  convincing 
proofs  of  the  authenticity  of  the  letter ;  the  presumptive 
ones  on  the  other  fide  of  the  queftion  arc,  that  fome  of  his 
Lordfliip's  friends  have  offered  to  lay  bets,  with  great  odds, 
that  the  fecond  letter  rs  a  fpurious  one.  'His  Lordfliip's  ge- 
neral character  for  modefty  and  candour  are  likewife  pre- 
sumptions, that  neither  of  the  letters  are  his,  as  they  are  to- 
tally devoid  of  modefty,  and  do  not  feem  to  have  any  of  the 
characleriftics  which  form  his  Lordfliip's  reputation  hitherto, 
as  a  candid,  peaceable,  and  generous  Englifti  nobleman,  one 
might  expect.  A  wag  who  had  a  good  deal  of  ill  nature, 
and  heard  forty  to  ten  offered,  that  the  letter  was  not  his 
Lordfliip's,  anfvvered,  I'll  not  take  that,  but  five  hundred 
guineas  to  43 ve  that  his  Lordflup  fathers  th«  child. 


(  s  ) 

Only  making  one  among  the  general  mafs  at 
his  Majefty's  fubjects,  who  vvifti  to  fee  things  go 
on  as  well  and  peaceably  as  the  circumPcances  of 
the  times  will  permit,  1  was  heartily  forry  to 
fee  a  ftorm  brewing  in  Ireland  ;  but  it  did  not  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  a  matter  of  very  great  public  im- 
portance, whether  a  Minifter  in  England,  or  a 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  had  committed  the 
fault.  Your  letters  to  Lord  Carlifle,  however, 
totally  changed  my  idea  of  the  matter.  It  was 
that  change  that  occa/ions  my  troubling  your 
Lordfhip  with  this  letter. 

It  is  extremely  unlucky  for  the  public,  and 
unfortunate  for  himfelf,  when  a  gentleman  is  hur- 
ried by  his  own  ambition,  or  by  that  of  his 
friends,  into  a  fituation  for  which  he  has  not 
been  fitted  by  his  talents  or  difpofition. 

I  regard  your  Lordfhip  as  being  more  unfor- 
tunate than  blameable  in  this  affair,  although 
your  letter  (hews  to  what  a  degree  you  are 
irafcible  and  ready  to  irritate,  how  fpotlefs  you 
are  in  your  own  eyes,  and  with  what  facility, 
blame  without  proof  is  thrown  upon  others.  You 
are  ready,  you  fay,  my  Lord,  to  defend  your 
condud  in  every  part  ;  whether  meafures  or  ar- 
rangements, you  feel  youjfelf  able  to  defend  its 

wifdom, 
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vvifdom,  juftice,  and  propriety,  naked  and 
without  fupport,  but  without  fear  and  trembling. 

if*  '  •>  •  ^tilmt  a^ir  <stl+  t  -  'vir\t»s***'  i  f*<  y 

If  God  Almighty  had  called  before  hi  in  the 
angel  Gabriel  to  anfwer  for  himfelf,  he  could  not 
have  exprefled  a  more;  angelic  confeioufhefs  of 
wifdom  ancT  righteoufnefs  than  your  Lordfhip  j 
and  fince  the  days  of  the  Pharifees,  we  have 
only  met  with  two  fuch  examples. 

The  Popes  of  Rome,  my  Lard*  are  infallible 
as  they  tell  us,  but  they  have  the  humility  to  at- 
tribute that  heavenly  quality  to  heaven,  and  not 
to  themfelves.  The  fucceffors  of  Peter  did  not 
ftand  naked  and  alone,  they  were  not  fuch  prodi- 
gies of  perfection  as  your  Lordfhip* 

The  next  example  of  infallibility  is  in  Mi'. 
Meeker,  that  aftucious  comptroller  of  the  French 
finance^.  He  refembled  your  Lordfhip  ftill 
more  rhan  the  Popes.  His  infallibility  was  almoft 
all  his  own.  He  Hood  naked  and  alone  oppofed 
to  all,  and  only  acknowledged  receiving  affift- 
ance  f  om  his  virtuous  wife*  (who,  it  is  to  be  pre- 
fumed,  was  as  naked  as  himfelf.)  Mr.  N.  was 
Imiiiar  in  many  things  to  your  Lordfhip  ;  he 
talked  highly  of  himfelf,  accufed  others  in  the 

*  M  Neckef  in  his  books  of  fiance  fpeaks  often  of 
fti;       ,  whom  he  calls  Sa  Vertucuie  Epouie. 

block, 
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block,  and  never  confeffed  a  fbg1?  eror  in  his 
administration. 

It  is  true,  Mr.  Necker  adminiftererl  in  ?  k; 
dom  rather  larger  than  Ireland,  and  for  a  :e 
of  time  fomething  longer  than  your  Loroi./ip, 
but  that  feems  to  be  more  than  compenfated  by 
the  prodigious  oppofition  yourLordlhip  mer  with, 
when  compared  to  him.  Mr,  Necker  had  more 
fupport  than  you,  therefore  he  had  lcfs  oppofi- 
tion, Mr.  Necker  had  a  feeble  king  and  a  vir-* 
tuous  wife  to  aid  his  gppd  intentions,  and  had 
only  againft  him  the  nobility,  feventeen  Parlia- 
ments, the  court,  fixty  farmers-general,  who 
had  twenty-two  thoufand  clerks  and  emiflaries 
conftantly  employed  in  counteracting  his  plans ; 
you,  on  the  other  hand,  my  Lord,  flood  alone , 
that  is  to  fay,  you  had  againft  you  the  men  that 
you  turned  out  of  office.* 

I  am  not  the  champion  of  the  Englifti  minif- 
ter,  my  Lord,  his  defence  I  do  not  undertake ; 
but  I  cannot  ayoid  attacking  your  Lordlhip,  as 

*  If  all  was  unanimity  when  thofe  men  were  out,  they 
muft  have  been  the  only  oppofition.  What  a  wilful  fort  of 
a  governor  we  have  here ! ! !  In  all  Ireland  but  three  or 
four  enemies  in  place,  and  thofe  muft  be  turned  out  j  furely 
She  King  of  England  cannot  lay  fo  much  ! 
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your  letter  appears  to  me  to  be  one  of  the  mod 
vain,  moft  unfair,  and  imprudent  I  have  ever 
read.  Your  letter,  as  being  made  public,  is  no 
lon-er  a  letter  to  Lord  Carliile  ;  U  is  to  the  fub- 
fic,Dand  as  fuch  I  have  a  right  publicly  to  ex- 
amine it,  and  this  never  can  be  done  at  any 
moment  fo  favourable  to  its  writer,  as  when  only 
bis  fide  of  the  argument  has  been  heard, 

I  leave  to  thofe  to  whom  they  are  applied,  to 
clear  up  the  accufations  of  infmuatkns,  afperfions, 
fufpicions,  and  calumnies. 

Whether  the  perfons  whom  you  accufe  groflly 
betrayed  and  abandoned  you  unfeelingly,  and 
whofe  councils,  maxims,  and  meafures  you 
fay  you  have  been  purfuing,  are  able  to  anfwer 
for  themfelves  or  not,  is  by  no  means  the  quef- 
tionthat  concerns  the  public  at  prefer*  for  as 
,ou  accufe  them  without  proof,  until  there  is 
fome  to  fupport  your  accufations  they  do  not 
concern  us.    Your  Lordfhip's  accufations  agamft 
yourfelf,  though  expreffed  negatively,  may,  on 
the  contrary,  be  confidered  as  founded  on  truth, 
and  as  fuch  we  may  attack  you. 

Your  Lordfhip's  bufinefs,  as  you  exprefs 
.ourfelf,  was  to  bring  M  conference  and  dtgmtyto 
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Englijh  government,  and  reftore  the  cafiU  to  its  pro-  . 
per  minijiers.    What,  then,  my  Lord,  had  your.  . 
predeceffors  done  ?    Had  they  degraded  the  , 
Englifh  government,  and  left  the  caftle  in  the 
hands  of  its  enemies  ?    Such,  my  Lord,  is  the 
conclufion  from  your  afTertion  i  whether  this  is 
to  be  ranked  as  calumny  and  afperfion,  of  which 
your  Lordfliip  fo  bitterly  complains  when  le> 
veiled  at  yourfel£  depends  upon  your  maintain- 
ing the  truth  of  what  you  have  fo  boldly  aflerted  ; 
for  either  your  predeceffor  has  betrayed  the  truft 
that  was  repofed  in  him,  or  your  Lordihip  is 
guilty  of  calumny,  than  one  of  thefe  two,  there 
then  can  be  no  other  alternative. 

If  then,  my  Lord,  in  a  few  lines  you  have 
defcribed  your  own  perfection  in  high  characters, 
you  have  not  failed,  in  as  few,  to  befpatter 
others,  and  that,  with  an  imprudence  and  injuf- 
tice  that  is  rarely  to  be  feeri.  Suppofing  your 
predeceffors  were  guilty  of  what  you  accufe 
them,  is  the  firft  mention  to  be  made  of  it  in  a 
public  letter  ?  Or  are  libels  only  the  privilege 
of  the  great  ?  If  you  fupport  what  you  have 
afferted,  a  trial  for.  high  treafon  ought  to  be  the 
confequence ;  if  you  do  not  fupport  it,  a  trial 
foj  a  malicious  libel  ought  to  be  inftituted  againft 

B  your 
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yourLordfhip.  The  public  will,  perhaps,  be  iriw 
different  about  which  of  the  two  is  to  take  place* 
but  it  is  impoflible  to  prove  that  one  dr  other  of 
them  is  not  neceffary. 

When  people  begin  with  fuch  fort  of  attacks, 
my  Lord,  they  ought  to  have  a  great  deal  of  time 
to  fpare,  for  with  a  few  lines  you  have  cut  out 
work  for  what  will  be  but  a  tedious*  troublefome 
piece  of  bufinefs,  and  which  mull  end  in  the 
difgrace  of  foriie  of  the  parties.  In  the  mean 
time,  the  difgrace  muft  lay  with  your  Lordftiip, 
becaufe  your  accufation  is  like  youfielf,  naked 
and  unfupported. 

Your  next  intention,  my  Lord,  after  reftoring 
the  caftle,   was  to  (hew  that  you  and  Lord 

M  -n  held  all  the  .patronage  of  government 

in  your  hands.  This  may  adrnit  of  fome  dif- 
pute,  perhaps,  as  to  its  propriety,  but  none, 
I  fuppofej  with  refpedi  to  its  truth.' 

The  continuing  the  falaries  to  thofe  who  were 
difplaced,  which  in  one  inftance  alone  (without 
counting  the  pens  and  ink)  amounted  to  2,300/. 
a  year,  during  the  term  of  two  joint  lives,  is 
2  ano^ 
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another  queftion,  altho'  yo.u  fay  it  was  not  only  a 
jsiatter  of  propriety  but  of  jufiice.* 

Upon  this  fubjeft,  my  Lord,  I  cannot  help 
(hewing  you  how  Mr.  Necker,  the  other  perfect 
man,  aeled  on  a  fimilar  occafion.  Mr.  N.  was 
folicited  to  give  to  a  man  a  penfion  of  a  thoufand 
crowns,  which,  it  was  ailed ged,  was  but  a  fmalt 
fum  to  come  out  of  the  treafury  of  France.  "A 
ii  thoufand  crowns  l-f  (exclaimed  the  minifter) 
"  do  you  confider,  Sir,  that  half  a  dozen  villages 
ff.  may  be  obliged  to  eat  dry  bread  half  the  year 
H  to  pay  that  thoufand  crowns  ?"  By  a  fimilar 
calculation,  how  many  poor  cottagers  in  Ireland, 
my  Lord,  mud  go  fupper-Iefs  to  bed  to  penfion 
the  man  you  put  out  of  place;  but  when  we  count 
not  the  man,  but  the  men,  my  Lord,  we  who 
take  things  coolly,  and  confider  them  calmly,  in 
England,  are  not  certain  if  the  people  of  Ireland, 
in  fpite  of  all  their  enthufiafm,  have  any  real  rea- 
fon  to  be  very  proud  of  your  Lordfhip*s  favours; 
they  are  fomething  like  thofe  of  the  French  ret 
publicans  ;  they  coft  pretty  dear. 

*  I  know  that  the  2300  was  not  to  one  of  the  two  firft 
perfons  who  were  difmifled,  at  leaft,  I  think  the  letter  may 
be  underftood  fo,  but  it  is  under  the  article  of  difmiflals,  and 
that  is  enough  for  the  fitnefs  of  truth  and  argument. 

f  About  126/.  Englifli  money. 

B  2  The 
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The  tone  and  ftyle  of  Mr.  C — — e,  which 
rendered  his  approach  to  a  fuperior  not  to  be  fup-> 
ported,  was  it  feemstohave  cod  1200/.  a  year  to 
poor  Ireland;  I  believe,  my  Lord,  no  man  is 
more  inclined  to  (hew  refpect  for  his  fuperiors 
than  I  am;  1  do  it  from  principle,  as  well  as 
from  habit;  and  much  as  I  blame  the  want  of 
refpect  from  inferiors,  I  confefs  I  have  oftener 
found  it  arife  from  a  want  of  dignity  in  the  fupe- 
rior than  from  any  thing  elfe;  at  any  rate,  thofe 
arrangements  of  feelings  were  very  dear  to  the  na- 
tion at  twelve  hundred  a  year. 

One  word  more  ftill  on  the  difmifials,  my  Lord, 
and  then  I  mall  difmifs  them ;  if  youj  Lordfhip 
is  at  the  pains  to  calculate,  that  as  a  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  appointed  only  for  three  years,  and  his 
falary  in  that  period  amounts  to  36,000/.  if  he 
gives  life  annuities  for  3600/.  a  year,  it  is  equal 
to  doubling  the  expenfe  of  his  government;  but 
by  your  Lordfhip's  plan,  the  annuities  would 
have  amounted  to  a  much  greater  fum,  therefore 
the  expenfe  of  your  Lordlhip's  adminiftration 
would  have  been  immenfe,  and  out  of  all  reason- 
able proportion.  Befides  this,  why  dif place  good 
men  ?  and  why  penfion  bad  men  ?  this,  my  Lord, 
is  a  great  queftion,  not  lefs  important  than  the 
Roman  Catholic  queftion  itfelf;  it  is  a  queftion 

debated 


debated  and  debating  all  over  Europe,  ind  which 
a  man  who  glories  in  the  name  of  Whig,  ought 
not  to  determine  as  your  Lordfhip  has  done* 

You  now  begin  about  Mr.  B  ■  ---d;  yqu decid- 
ed in  removing  him,  you  fay,  in  order  t ha f your 
LordJIoifs  adminiftration  might  not  in  its  ddwn  M 
clouded  by  leaving  in  power  and  authority  fo  much  im 
puted  malverfation* 

Your  Lordfhip  very  wifely  avoids  dire.dUy 
charging  him,  by  the  word  imputed Tdo  not  know 

Mr.  B  d,  tho'  I  have  heard  him  very  highly 

fpoken  of,  both  as  a  private  and  a  public  man ; 
I  have  been  told  that  he  was  faithful  to  his  King 
and  country,  and  certainly  he  never  ftirred  up 
during  the  courfe  of  a  long  public  life,  fo  fcanda- 
lous  adifpute  for  himfelfand  for  his  friends,  as  that 
into  which  your  Lordfhip's  thort  adminiftration 
has  betrayed  you  and  your's.  Mr.  B— — d  had 
therefor^  pne  virtue,  which  in  a  public  man  I 
greatly  efteem,  he  was  conciliating  and  prudent, 
he  was  not  afraid  of  the  approach  of  inferiors,  and 
what  mud  weigh  above  all  with  refpecl  to  thofe 
who  read  your  Lordfhip's  Letter,  the  attack  upon 
him  for  malverfation  is  unfupported,  and  inti- 
dioufly  brought  forward;  for  by  your  ufe  of  the 
word  imputed,  you  may  melter  yourfelf  front  a 
profecution  under  vague  fcandalous  reports. 

It 


It  would  appear,  my  Lord,  that  when  you; 
wrote  your  firft  letter,  you  did  not  mean  to  write 
the  fecond  :  for  you  fay  that  when  you  firft  men- 
tioned to  Mr.  P — t  your  intention  of  difmifling 

Mr.  B  d,  he  did  not  offer  the  Jlightefi  objection, 

nor  offer  a  zvord  in  favour  of  that  gentleman ;  now 
the  firft  part  of  your  fecond  letter  tends  to  prove 
that  the  difmilTal  of  Mr.  B-, — d  was  the  firft 
caufe  of  your  difgrace,  that  the  great  Roman 
Catholic  queftion  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
Now  if  Mr.  P — t  heard  this  change  of  men 
announced,  withouc  making  any  obfervations,  it 
is  a  great  prefumption  againft  your  other  argu- 
ments, and  with  people  who  know  not  any  thing 
more  than  the  public  in  general  may  be  fuppofed 
ro  know,  will  appear  a  pretty  conclufive  argument, 
that  meafures  and  not  men  were  what  governed 
Mr.  P — t  in  his  conduct  with  refpecl:  to  Ireland; 
that  is  to  fay,  that  people  will  be  inclined  to  ap- 
prove of  his  conduft  and  to  blame  your*s,  in 
which,  from  your  own  letter,  there  appears  to 
have  been  nothing  but  a  felfifh  defire  of  patron- 
age and  preferving  perfonal  dignity,  by  difplacing 
men  who  approached  their  fuperiors  in  too  familiar 
a  ftyle,  and  facrificing  the  interests  of  the  people, 
by  granting  great  peniions,  to  fatisfy  little  paffiohs. 

I  do  not  know,  my  Lord,  whether  you  are 
what  modern  reformers  call  a  democrat,  nor  do 

I  know 
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t  know  Whether  Thomas  Paine  is  ohe  in  fill 
heart,  but  I  know  that  if  all  rulers  were  to  act  as 
you  have  done,  I  (hould  foon  become  a  democrat 
for  what  Paine  has  fuppofed,  you  have  done: 
the  real  interefts  of  the  many  have  been  fecriflced 
to  the  whims  and  fancies  of  an  individual,  who, 
when  all  faid  and  done,  was  only  the  fliadow  of  i 
king,  during  the  pleafure  of  a  king*  . 

I  come  ndw,  my  Ldrd,  to  your  Second  Let* 
ter ;  for  as  to  your  fupply  of  two  hundred  thou  - 
fend  pounds*  that  furh,  great  as  it  is,  taken 
from  the  pockets  of  a  loyal  and  an  indigent  peo- 
ple, would  not  do  more  than  raife  a  capital  to 
pay  the  penfions  which  your  ill  humour  has  ren- 
dered neceffary  according  to  your  own  plan  ;  it 
is,  therefore,  not  to  be  confidered  as  a  very  great 
affair  with  refpefi:  to  your  Lordfhip,  though  with 
refpeft  to  the  Irifti  nation  it  deferves  every  de- 
gree of  approbation,  and  it  (hews  that  Ireland 
underftaiids  its  real  interefts  in  the  prefent  crifis, 
when  it  is  the  wiih  of  all  men  who  love  free- 
dom or  peace,  to  unite  themfelves  arid  ftand  firm 
againft  a  fyftem  of  anarchy,  new  in  the  annals  of 
mankind,  and  which  does  nothing  lefs  than  me* 
naceall  civil  order  with  ruin  and  deftru&ion. 


It 
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it  appears  to  a  perfon  who  confi^ers  -the  mag- 
frkude  of  the  Roman  Catholic  queftion,  and  the 
precipitancy  with  which  it  had  been  brought 
forw-arcl  jjfvi.ngt.be  few  weeks  of  your  LordQiip's 
afem+ftrnti^n,  that  it  w-a3  a  gentle  Xind  of 
violence  (what  the  French  call  une  douce  vio- 
lence) that  was  done  to  you  by  your  friends  there 
when  you  were  forced  to  favour  the  views  of  the 
Catholics  in  fo  quick  a  manner.  Does  not  your 
Lordfhip  fufpe&  that  you  have  been  ted  into 
that,  not  with  an  expectation  on  their  part  of 
immediately  fucceeding  under  your  adminiftra- 
tion  with  the  whole  change  of  fyltem,  but  that 
it  was  done  only  to  bring  forward  the  queftion  in 
its  mod  formidable  fhapc,  aft  a  time  when  Eng- 
land, embarrafled  with  an  unfuccefsful  and  ex- 
penfive  war,  and  when  an  invafion  is  threatened 
by  our  enemies,  muft  be  expected  to  give  it  in 
favour  of  the  Roman  Catholics  ?  Did  not  your 
Excellency  fee  that  fame  perfon  s  who  advifed 
thofe  mea  fares  laid  the  /take  at  your  cxpenfe>  that 
there  was  never  a  time,  except  that  of  actual  re- 
volt, when,  a  Lord  Lieutenant  h$d  k  not  in  his 
power  to  put  off  for  a  few  months  fo  important 
a  queftion  ? 

But,  my  Lord,  it  is  very  difficult  to  give  an 
appearance  of  any  attempt  to  delay  on  the  fide  of 
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the  Irifli  adminiftration  ;  for  England  has  been 
accufed  by  fome  of  the  leaders  of  the  Catholic 
party  of  fwindling  Ireland  out  of  the  fupplies  of  the 
year ;  even  your  Lordfhip  fays,  that  unanimity, 
fuch  as  no  Lord  Lieutenant  had  ever  experi- 
enced, had  taken  place.  The  epoch  of  your 
Lordfhip's  acquiefcence  to  the  demands  of  the 
Catholics  niuft,  then,  have  been  previous  to  the  agi- 
tating the  quefiion  of  thofe  fupplies9  and  of  confe^ 
quence  previous  to  the  pqjjibility  of  your  procuring 
any  anfwer  from  the  Engliflo  Minijler  to  your  letter 
m  that  fubjebl* 

It  would  appear,  that  if  the  Minifter  fwindled 
Ireland,  as  is  pretended,  it  was  done  by  your 
Lordftiip's  being  fent  there ;  for  from  the  time  of 
your  arrival  every  thing  went  fmoothly.  You 
will  not  make  us,  then,  believe,  my  Lord,  that 
it  was  during  your  mort  adminiftration,  fo  una- 
nimous and  fo  fmooth,  that  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics changed  their  fituation,  from  that  of  having 
demands  to  make,  and  having  thofe  demands 
complied  with.  No,  my  Lord,  you  muft  ex- 
cufe  me ;  it  appears  plainly  from  your  own  let- 
ter, that  from  the  beginning  of  your  adminiftration 
the  Roman  Catholics  knew,  that  as  far  as  de- 
pended upon  you  the  change  was  certain. 
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Tf  this  is  the  cafe,  the  Englim  minillry  might 
well  bedifpleafed  ;  for  your  Lord (h ip  owns,  that 
on  your  leaving  England,  your  inftruftions  and 
the  refult  of  councils  held  for  the  purpofe  were, 
that  if  the  Roman  Catholic  demands  mud  be 
complied  with,  it  muft'at  all  events  be  put  off 
till  as  diflant  a  period  as  pomble, 

Your  Lordfhip  wrote  to  England  faying,  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  could  not  be  put  off  in 
their  demands  to  a  diflant  perbd.  What  are 
we  then  to  conclude  ?  that  your  Lordfhip  had 
never  refitted  an  immediate  compliance  to  their 
claims. 

Such,  with  refpeft  to  your  conduct  on  the  Rod- 
man Catholic  bufinefs,  muft  be  the  opinion  cf 
every  one  who  reads  your  Lordfhip's  letter  with 
any  degree  of  attention,  and  if  they  have  once 
coniidered  that,  your  other  two  affertions  muft 
fall  to  the  ground,  or  rather  your  lafl  affertion, 
becaufe  that  defiroys  the  others. 

I  have  not  the  honour  of  knowing  or  of  being 
known  to  your  Lordfhip.  I  am,  however,  very 
much  inclined,  from  what  on  all  hands  I  have 
heard,  to  refpect  your  Lordfhip's  character  as  a 
.Gentleman,  and  I  therefore  am  not  a  little  afto- 
nifiied  at  an  overfight  in  the  ta&ics  of  your  let- 
ten 
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ter.  You  want  to  itnprefs  upon  men's  minds 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  bufinefs  has  nothing  to 
do  with  your  recal ;  next,  that  the  difmiflal  of 

Mr.  B —  d  is  represented  as  the  caufe  ;  and 

laftly,  that  the  only  caufe  is  the  Minifter's  wifti  to 
deftroy  the  reputation  and  importance  of  th£- 
D-«e  of  P  d  and  his  friends. 

The  French  Proverb,  that  he  who  proves  too 
much  proves  nothing,  feems  to  me  to  be  true, 
my  Lord,  as  it  refpe&s  yourfelf,  but  not  true  as 
it  refpecls  others  in  this  cafe ;  for  tho'  your  double 
caufe  for  the  fame  effect  leaves  us  to  doubt  of  the 
reality  of  both  caufes,  it  (hews  us  very  clearly, 
that  you  wifti  to  fet  at  variance  the  Minifter  and 
die  Duke.    If  you  did  not  wifti  fo,  why  deftroy 

all  that  you  had  faid  before  about  Mr.  B—  d 

.being  the  caufe  ?  it  was  a  much  more  popular 
explanation  of  the  thing ;  it  was  more  eafily  con- 
ceived ;  it  was  more  probable  and  more  natural* 

A  plain  fimple  man  who  is  rip  courtier,  could 
fuppofe,  that  Mr.  B— d,  when  difplaced,  con- 
trived to  fet  the  Minifter  to  think  ferioufly  on 
the  Roman  Catholic  queflion,  and  that  afraid  of 
what  was  coming,  he  had  unjuftly  facrificed  your 
Lord Ih ip ;  but  it  is  not  fo  eafy  to  conceive  a 
Minifter  planning  fix  months  ago  to  get  a  party 
into  office,  to  have  your  Lordlbip  (one  of  that 
party)  named  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  to 

C  a  conceive 
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conceive  that  things  would  go  as  they  have  done, 
and  be  ftopped  as  they  were  flopped  ;  the  inven- 
tion of  fuch  a  head  would  furpafs,  if  pofiible,  the 
blacknefs  of  fuch  a  heart;  it  is  therefore  a  com- 
bination not  to  be  fo  readily  conceived  as  the 
other,  and  of  confequence,  one  that  by  no  means 
anfwers  your  Lordfhip's  purpofe  fo  well,  if  it  is 
to  vindicate  yourfelf  that  you  write;  and  if  it  is 
to  the  nation  at  large  that  you  appeal,  which  is  to 
be  prefumed,  otherwife  the  noble  Lord  to  whom 
you  wrote  would  not  have  pubhfhed  the  letter, 
nor  allowed  it  to  be  publifhed, 

« 

We  are  plain  fimple  men,  my  Lord,  in  this 
country,  and  do  not  pretend  to  know  all  the  in- 
trigues that  may  be  in  courts;  but  we  conceive 
that  minifters  may  be  like  other  men,  and  perhaps 
felfifri  and  ambitious.  You  will  not,  then,  eafily 
make  any  one  believe,  that  for  the  fake  of  a  family 
in  Ireland,  whether  it  begins  with  a  B.  or  a  G. 
the  Minifter  will  lifque  his  popularity,  himfelf, 
and  this  kingdom ;  this  is  too  like  Tom  Paine's 
reafoning  about  minifters  making  war  to  enrich 
their  friends.  Nor  can  we  eafily  conceive  how  a 
minifter  who  this  year  has  eighteen  millions  at  his 
command,  would  not  rather  facrifice  a  few  thou- 
fands  fo  gratify  an  individual,  or  a  few  indivi- 
duals, than  change  the  whole  political  fyftem 
with  regard  to  Ireland.  No,  no ;  the  caufe 
and  the  effect  bear  no  reafonatle  proportion. 

Next, 
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Next,  as  to  the  Minifter's  plan,  with  regard 
to  the  difcrediting  the  party  to  which  your  Lord* 
fhip  belonged,  I  have  already  faid,  that  you  have 
given  much  lefs  probability  to  that  fuppoiition, 
which  feems  to  be  ftill  weakened  by  the  very 
idea  upon  which  it  is  grounded. 

You  undoubtedly  fuppofe  great  ambition  and 
fuperior  manoeuvres  in  a  minifter  capable  of  lay- 
ing fo  long  and  fo  deep  a  plan  to  ruin  you  and 
your  friends :  but  could  a  minifter  capable  of 
forefeeing  from  your  character,  your  facility 
with  the  Irifli  Catholics,  capable  of  calculating 
fo  minutely  all  events,  be  at  the  fame  time  fo 
blind  as  to  run  the  rifk  of  difturbing  the  public 
peace,  and,  perhaps,  ruining  the  kingdom,  for 
1  uch  a  trifling  victory  >  Could  fo  able  a  mi- 
nifter, as  he  muft  have  been  in  that  cafe,  expect 
that  fuch  an  intrigue  could  be  carried  on  with- 
out a  difcovery  difgraceful  and  ruinous  to  him- 
felf,  even  if  it  mould  happen  to  fucceed  in  the 
firft  inftance  ? 

But,  my  Lord,  the  public  learns  fomething 
more  from  all  this  :  a  corner  of  the  cloven  foot 
appears.  Calculations  have,  it  would  appear, 
been  made  that  the  fecretarymip  of  ftate  is  not 
entire,  that  it  is  divided  in  order  to  gratify  fome 
people  in  office  and  to  difplcafe  others.    And  at 

what 
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what  rime  are  noble  Lords  thinking  of  fuch 
things  ?  at  a  time  when  all  the  nobility  of  the 
greateft  kingdom  in  Europe  are  banifhed  from 
home  and  living  upon  chanty  ;  and  that  one 
general  fyftem  of  plunder  menaces  all  ranks  in 
fociety  with  deftru&ion  ;  it  is  at  this  time  that 
your  Lordfhip,  it  feems,  has  been  making  thefe 
calculations  of  private  intereft  for  yourfelf  and 
friends ;  the  public  cannot  certainly  approve  of 
that  part  of  your  Lordlhip's  conducl ;  nor  can  I, 
for  one,  conceive  how  noblemen,  who  have  fo 
much  at  flake  and  who  feel  themfelves  (to  fay 
nothing  more)  fo  comfortable  in  the  prefent  ftate 
of  things,  make  fo  light  of  the  danger  which 
menaces  them.    What  would  the  defcendants  of 
the  Bethunes,  the  Richelieus,  the  Rochefacauhs, 
and  the  Fleurys  give  ?  nay,  of  the  firft  branch  of 
the  houfe  of  Bourbon  itfelf,  to  enjoy  the  rank, 
importance,  and  weakh  of  a  Britifh  nobleman  ? 
Would  they  feek  to  raife  a  ftorm  ?    No;  for 
they  have  felt  one  already,  and  their  fufferings 
might  be  a  leiTon  to  thofe  who  have  feen,  though 
they  luckily  have  not  felt. 

Your  Lordihip  would  have  efcaped  the  accu- 
fation  of  wifhing  to  excite  difcord,  if  the  letter 
had  been  confined  to  a  mere  exculpation  of  your 
conduct  as  viceroy  of  Ireland,  becaufe  that  was 
natufel,  and  even  necefTary  ;  neither  could  it 
have  appeared  very'  ftrange,  if,  in  order  to 
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Strengthen  your  exculpatory  arguments,  you  had 
added  fomc  blame  on  the  Minifter,  fuch  as  are  ia 

the  flrft  part  of  your  letter  about  Mr.  B  d  ; 

not  that  it  is  here  the  bufinefs  to  defend  the  Mi- 
nifter in  what  he  has  done,  for  he  muft  take  the 
confequences  of  his  own  a&ions  like  other  peo- 
ple ;  but  becaufe  it  is  evidently  for  the  fake  of 
making  a  breach,  and  not  of  vindicating  your- 
felf,  that  you  exert  yourfelf  fo  eagerly  to  prove 
that  your  difgrace  was  brought  on  with  a  long- 
concerted,  and  infidious  defign. 

Your  Lorfhip's  letter  not  having  any  imme- 
diate relation  to  the  Roman  Catholic  queftion,, 
which  will,  no  doubt,  be  fpeedily  agitated  at 
great  length,  and  on  both  fides  with  great  abi- 
lity, would  make  it  very  ufelefs  and  improper 
to  enter  upon  that  fubjedt  here,  but.  you  will 
give  me  leave  to  obferve  (not  that  I  pretend  to 
fay  that  it  is  fo)  that  it  appears  to  a  fimple  rea- 
der like  myfelf,  that  the  Roman  Catholics  are 
full  as  much  afraid  of  mixing  your  Lordfriip's 
condudt  with  the  grand  queftion,  as  you  are  of 
admitting  the  grand  queftion  to  have  any  con- 
nection with  your  recal. 

Many  people  will  be  inclined  to  believe  that 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  who  could  not  but  ex- 
pert fome  oppofition,  are  fully,  in  their  minds, 
contented  with  having  got  the  queftion  fairly 
4  brought 
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brought  to  iffue.  Now  that  they  are  fure  not 
to  lofe  any  thing  by  it,  and  have  ftill  fome  chance 
of  gaining ;  at  any  rate  they  have  fucceeded  in 
working  up  the  public  mind  to  a  head  upon 
that  fubject  fuch  as  has  fcarcely  ever  been  re-, 
membered,  and  which  certainly  could  not  have 
happened,  had  not  thofe  hopes  been  given  during 
your  Lordlhip's  adminiftration,  which  nothing 
but  FULL  powers  for  that  purpofe  from  the 
court  that  fent  you  could  have  authorized. 

Such,  my  Lord,  are  the  arguments  which  the' 
reading  of  your  letter  fuggefts  to  a  perfon  who 
has  not  heard  a  fingle  fyllable  on  the  other  fide 
of  the  queftion ;  you  fee  they  are  not  very  fa- 
vourable to  your  Lordfliip,  who  muft  at  lead 
have  by  this  time  learnt,  that  to  be  between  the 
hammer  and  the  anvill,  between  a  Britiih  Mi- 
uifter  and  the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  one  muft  be 
of  pretty  hard  metal  not  to  receive  fome  bruifes. 
But  it  is  not  in  the  government  of  Ireland  alone 
that  bruifes  are  to  be  got ;  in  alt  governments 
where  a  man  is  put  between  his  duty  as  a  ruler, 
and  his  feelings  as  a  man,  the  fame  will  be  the 
cafe,  and  always  has  been  from  the  Emperor  of 
the  Indies  to  the  wife  and  virtuous  governor  of 
Barataria. 

London, 
Jfyril  iq>  1795. 
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